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REMARKS 

(1) Claims 1-49 were pending in the present application. Claims 3, 12-13, 15, 19-33 and 
38-47 were withdrawn, by the Examiner, and of these, claims 12-13, 20 and 38-47 are canceled 
by Applicant herein. In addition, claims 5-7 are canceled, claims 50-52 are added, and claims I, 
8, 34-35 and 48-49 are amended herein. Accordingly, claims 1-4, 8-11, 14-19, 21-37 and 48-52 
are currently pending. 

(2) Applicant has corrected a minor typographical error in paragraph [0003] of the 
specification. 

(3) The Examiner has rejected claims 1, 2, 4-9, 1 4, 34-37, 48, and 49 under 35 U.S.C, § 
102(b) as assertedly being anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 3,762,269 to Rusbach (hereinafter 
"Rusbach"), Applicant has amended independent claims 1, 34, 35, 48 and 49 to more 
particularly point out and distinctly claim Applicant's invention. 

Independent claim 1 has been amended to recite that "the first and second arm members 
are independently rotatable about a same axis/' Independent claim 34 has been amended to 
recite that "the first arm member may pivot about the longitudinal axis; and . . .the second arm 
member may pivot about the longitudinal axis independently from the first arm member." 
Independent claim 35 has been amended to recite that "the first and second arm members are 
independently rotatable about a same axis " Independent claim 48 has been amended to recite 
that "the first and second arm members are independently rotatable about a same axis/' 
Independent claim 49 has been amended to recite that "the first and second arm members are 
independently rotatable about the longitudinal axis." Rusbach does not teach or suggest any of 
these claim limitations. 

Rusbach discloses "a pair of arms pivotally connected to the mast for vertical swinging 
movement relative to the mast for vertical swinging movement relative to the mast in vertical 
planes that are perpendicular to each other." (Rusbacb abstract) However, while the pair of 
arms may pivot independently in the vertical direction, they do so on different axes, not the same 
axis. In addition, tbe arms are fixed perpendicular to each other in the horizontal direction, and 
are not independently rotatable in the horizontal direction. In summary, Rusbach does not teach 
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or suggest first and second arm members that arc independently rotatable about the same axis. 
Accordingly, Applicant respectfully asserts that amended independent claims 1 , 34, 35, 48 and 
49 arc patentable over Rusbach, 

Claims 2-4, 8-1 1, 14-19 and 21-33 depend from claim 1, and claims 36-37 depend from 
claim 35. Applicant respectfully submits that these dependent claims are patentable over 
Rusbach, not only because of their respective dependency from claims .1 and 35 for the reasons 
discussed above, but also in view of their novel claim features. 

(4) The Examiner has rejected claims 34-37 and 49 under 35 US.C § 102(b) as 
assertedly being anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 3,827,172 to Howe (hereinafter "Howe"). In 
addition, the Examiner has rejected claims 1, 2, 4-9, 14, and 16-18 under 35 U,S.G § 103(a) as 
assertedly being unpatentable over Howe. Applicant has amended independent claims 1, 34, 35 
and 49 to more particularly point out and distinctly claim Applicant's invention. 

As discussed herein above, independent claim 1 has been amended to recite that "the first 
and second arm members are independently rotatable about a same axis/* Independent claim 34 
has been amended to recite that "the first arm member may pivot about the longitudinal axis; and 
. . .the second arm member may pivot about the longitudinal axis independently from the first 
arm member." Independent cjajm 35 has been amended to recite that "the first and second arm 
members are independently rotatable about a same axis." Independent claim 49 has been 
amended to recite that "the first and second arm members are independently rotatable about the 
longitudinal axis." Howe does not teach or suggest any of these claim limitations. 

Howe discloses "[a]n extension 21 of sleeve member 16 [and] ... a forward member 29/' 
(Col. 1 , 11. 56-65.) As disclosed by Howe, only the forward member may pivot in the vertical 
direction. Even assuming, without admitting and for the purposes of this argument only, that 
extension 21 was configured with the same kind of adjusting mechanism as forward member 29, 
Howe still would not teach or suggest all of the elements of Applicant's independent claims. 
Firstly, while the hypothetical members might pivot independently in the vertical direction, they 
would do so on different axes, not the same axis. Secondly, the arms are fixed in the same plane 
with respect to each other in the horizontal direction, and are not independently rotatable in the 
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horizontal direction. In summary, Howe does not teach or suggest first and second arm members 
that are independently rotatable about the same axis. 

Furthermore, the independent rotation of the two arm members about the same axis of 
Applicant's claimed invention provides benefits and versatility not seen in the prior art. "For 
example, many existing gun rests may only be used for rifles that do not have long clips or 
magazines* It may be desirable to have a single gun rest capable of being used for many different 
sizes and shapes of firearms," Applications K 3. Because the two arm members independently 
rotate about the same axis. Applicant's claimed invention may be used with rifles with long clips, 
and may be used with many different sizes and shapes of firearms. Accordingly, Applicant 
respectfully asserts that amended independent claims 1 , 34, 35 and 49 are patentable over Howe. 

Claims 2-4, 8-11, 14-19 and 21-33 depend from claim 1, and claims 36-37 depend from 
claim 35. Applicant respectfully submits that these dependent claims are patentable over Howe, 
not only because of their respective dependency from claims 1 and 35 for the reasons discussed 
above, but also in view of their novel claim features, 

(5) The Examiner has objected to claims 1 0-1 1 a$ being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim. These claims have been rewritten as claims 50-51 , with claim 50 being in independent 
form. Accordingly, Applicant respectfully requests that the Examiner withdraw the objection 
and allow claims 50-52. 

(6) Applicant has canceled withdrawn claims 12-13, 20, and 38-47. Withdrawn 
dependent claims 3, 15, 1 9, and 21-33 are dependent from pending independent claim 1 . As 
indicated by the Examiner, upon the allowance of a generic claim, Applicant wijl be entitled to 
consideration of claims to additional species which arc written in dependent form or otherwise 
include all the limitations of an allowed generic claim as provided by 37 CF.R. § 1.141 . Should 
the Examiner allow claim 1 , Applicant respectfully requests that the Examiner consider and 
allow claims 3, 15, 19 and 21-33 in the present application. 

(7) In view of the above, Applicant respectful ly submits that the application is in 
condition for allowance and requests that the Examiner pass the case to issuance. If the 
Examiner should have any questions, Applicant requests that the Examiner contact Applicant's 
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attorney at the address below. No fee is believed due in connection with this filing. However, in 
the event that there are any fees due, please charge the same, or credit any overpayment, to 
Deposit Account No. 50-1065. 



SLATER & MATSIL, L.L.P. 

17950 Preston Rd. 

Suite 1000 

Dallas, Texas 75252 

Tel. 972-732-1001 

Fax: 972-732-9218 



Respectfully submitted, 





Attorney for Applicant 
Reg. No. 37,793 
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